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promptly repudiated by the Governments on further Chapter
consideration. Nor is it of importance that the court XL
is not strictly bound by precedent.1 It would, of course,
be deplorable if it were lightly to vary judgements, but
all that it has ever asserted is the right to reconsider
an early ruling in the light of much fuller knowledge
of the relevant circumstances, and the cast-iron rule
of the House of Lords as to precedent would be even
more inconvenient than it is, if it were not for the
remarkable ingenuity which their Lordships can show
when it comes to distinguishing subsequent cases from
earlier decisions. It is perhaps better in such cases
frankly to admit a change of view, as does the Supreme
Court of the United States, and even on the most vital
principle of the interpretation of the constitution the
High Court of the Commonwealth of Australia. Much
more serious is the fact not usually made a subject for
criticism that the principles on which appeals are ad-
mitted for consideration or leave refused on applica-
tion are far from intelligible. As the judgements do not
give reasons for dismissing applications to appeal, this
defect is less noted than otherwise it would be; worst
of all is the fact that appeals may be held admissible
by one division, and when the matter comes up for
discussion on the merits the issue may be reopened and
the appeal ruled inadmissible as in the Maltese case of
Parnis v. Agiusf where an appeal from a decision on
an electoral petition was held applicable by the Council,
but later ruled to be invalid.
1  Transferred Civil Servants (Ireland) Compensation, In re, [1929]
A.C. 242; Ridsdale v. Clifton (1877), 2 P.D. 276; Bead T. Bishop of
Lincoln, [1892] A.C. 644.
2  99 L.J.P.C. 81; Strickland v. Qrima, [1930] A.C. 285; Keith, Journ.
Comp. Leg. xii. 289.
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